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ABSTRACT ‘ .
In order to determine how the Technical Nursing,
Program at Florida Junior College (FJC) was contributing to the
‘success or failure of its gra@nates, a questionnaire was sent to 30
FJC graduates who had taken The State Board Examinatiod between
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the tests they had failed, six of the nine respondents indicated
individuvalized instruction. When all respondents were dsked to
indicate the teaching- strategies_used in the courses pertaining to
the tests on which they had performed best, 16 indicated
lecture~-discussion. Overall, the highest test scores were noted in
pedicine and psychiatry and the lowest in obstetrics. Other findings ~
indicated that.courses in surgery and obstetrics were not cayered
adequately to meet State Board requirements, and those respondents
who read slowly had the greatest difficulty in passing the timed
exanimation. A literature review and recoamendationg for program
1nproyement are included.. (DC) . .
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AN ANALYSIS OF TEACHING STRATEGIES .
UTILIZED IN FACILITATING THE LEARNING
PROCESS OF TECHNICAL NURSING GRADUATES - -
WHO HAVE WRITTEN THE STATE BOARD
EXAMINATION FOR LICENSURE

Lois Davis Gibson, M.S.N. .
ABSTRACT . f

If one of our goals in education is to influence the

?

students to think, learn, talk and do somethihg about the

»

courses and subject matter taught, Sometime after our direct

influence over them comes to an end,
€ ‘ .

oﬁiniéns‘of the teaching learning process could prove helpful

an evaluagtion of. their

Y

in improving and revising curriculum structure.
‘.—r wr’ . N " » .
.m“-;Ihe primary objective of this study was to determine the

¥

—

teachiﬂg>sepateg1es utlllz\g 1nﬁﬁac111tat1ng learnlnc of the

. i

Techn1cal Hursxng graduates who wrote the State Bd“?dmexam1~

;/

natlon durlng the perrod of Declmber—1972 through September

1973 These vraduates were exposed to the s/me,cucnzculngzy
_.,.a.-h———"‘

during their experlences in Iechnlca

A review 6?Tthe literature indicates that teaching -
T . \. .

effecti?enesa is a national concern. In order to improve

.t ' . . : o T :
_educational progr&ms, teachers must become more cognizant- of
. i .~ ~ t .

4 4 »

the processes théL hinder the progress of:learniﬂf,and‘ghanges

in approach to 1 }ning. Methods of teaching‘énd’eVaiugtien/,f/’f/i
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The mett “used foy the collection of data was a three - |’

oL ) ) L 4

~
B

: .r;/;p' quesfioﬁeai;e whiéh'dealt specifically with questions
““”//f .‘reéabding\five test areas which comprise the State Board

x . .
- . « - .

examlnatlon, teachlng strategmes and teaching and learning
@. / ‘~’ﬂ .

,characteriétiesa The respondents opiniqns were recorded in = -

pumbers and percent. To further determine the graduates
N - . ] ' A T . .
, responses, an open ended question was asked to determine their

, ’

feelings about,teéching methods. Additional comments were

‘4 . L.

pa. .
. I'4

| (. . - "elicited for improvements in the:teaéhing'learning process.

. . 3 v '... -
‘e : + The findiqgg ind;cafednthat‘cburses in surgery and ob-~

< s
.

stetrlcs were not é&nerally‘co%ered adequately.to”heet State
" . . ke > °
- ’ L ~
Board reguireménts.':The highest scores were made in medicing
- N - . -~ . ' R ‘\
| ~ and psychia;ry.‘ The highest failure rate was noted in ob- . )
. » . N ‘. R . ) \ .

Most students who failed, fa?leddere than one

Pl -, i I

a. i N ,' N ll
. : T the d%ilizat%pn of teacﬁing strategies; Lraduates in-

.

.. - ’," e LN L y S
- S failing scores were made. Reading hablts.was clven as .

\‘\\ k .“ - » ‘

§ r,éspn ﬁbr'greaCest hindréhée'in wﬂiting State Board ex-

o

I L. 3 . v o

;£EJ“J ' amlnatlons.' There-Was general feel1ng’of the. graduates that

T instant ?\edhack from teacher*made test w0uld greatly eﬁhance
Do L e e e
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Leanﬁ{hg,experiences should

—

the teaching learning process..

be more cloéély\corvelated with theory.

N

R
~

= " On the basis of the findings in this study, the following °

recommendations are made:

1.

6.

1

‘ comprehension. '

e

k]
.

All:poteﬁtial nursing studenté,be required to take
a test to determine their level of reading.

-

A pre-requisite course be required of those students v
who are identified as having a,problem with reading '

A Asans
,ﬂ““""‘
o

» .
',‘»5"‘.
Pl

< o

{

Administration and faculty explore the possibilities
of establishing a health core program as a pre-requisite
to Technic¢al Nursing. )

-

i

An evaluation of the teaching learninglproéess of the

‘Technical NursSing program be undertaken.

.Examinatidn. . L .. . -

P

-,

A follow-up study to determine. the effectiveness of
teaching and learning theories as indicated by- the
graduates level of competency on the State Board

_ M T . i . l
A study be undertaken to deterfine the graduates level
of performance in clinical and heEIth\agggiifs. -~

e

-
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i about, how they ‘think, wha.t ‘Ehey'“‘rea.cl, say' and write, what .

, student’ to think about, learn about, talk a‘ZB‘out.,
thing aboqf our subject matter, sognet;iméu after our direct

-influence  over them comes to an end, how can we say we have

P further the subject or his ovpi’r}ioh of the experiences he re-

, nursing find themselves a little dissatisfied; teachers have an

. uneasy feelirig' that they could be domg a Iitt ‘better 'j‘o“B“m\\_

CHAPTER I .° : IR

\ev R

INTRODUCTION

n . 2

of the s*‘uden?s ' What they do, f:hink

- -

they feel-a-\.hese are the thmfrs whxch de\thrnune wh\.? thgy .
, L . T~ " \
léa.m. oL o - ‘ . . IS

~.
~

If one of our goals in education { M‘“t:wg“{:{%"hiéﬁc;t_;:\

~
N

and do some-

-

been sﬁccessful, if the student does not. act:'ively mention any

e

W7

ceived? i v

. Nursing programs are somewhat restless, faculties in

‘ t

— -

——

y ~‘_‘“"’P~\

preparing graduates in nursma' to assume their roles in am\ o
- . . - . \

of works ' Nursing ‘educators'express common agreement about

& i

the charscteristics of nurses nascessary to perform nursing

functions a.nd fulfill their roles. It is é.lso ihdica{tedl- that the

results of ths gr‘adua.tes performance On the State Board

Examinat:ion for 1icensure attest to ;:heir preparation.
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. - . It can be no;.:ed, however, that not all gradﬁa‘tes completing

the same basic curriculum in nursing are successful in writing

the Stfs.te Boa*d Eacamxna.fmon consequently they are not per-.
" . (AW * ‘

mxtted to funcmon as safe practxtxonnrs in thn field of nursing. *

", . i P . ' ¢
-..l; ‘,“ .

- Sometun;e\ e know hbw well we a.re~doing, but ‘we dq

g,“-\..-'f“ tjnknow exagtly t}ow w@ are doxno' ic, If we knew what we

s i ! « ¥ k
Iy .

. = were doing}\ﬁzﬁzwas cend;r‘ibutmg to su\éass, and if we knew

v S

wa\s\wsq‘ntmbuting to fal.lure, we could
\ :

”'Bhis study is undertaken In ,reépo e'to the ‘precedmg

,‘\

3

ch.a.rge in relation to the teachmg-learmng process fa.cihtated .

\\ in the Technical Nursing Program at Florida Jumor Collgge.

-~
e - -

a ~
¢ / 4 . -
N , 2
\\\\ A -
"-.\\\ v
\\\ . ;
/- : ‘ : /e
. 1 . L B
‘b Mager, Robert F, Developing Attitude Toward Learning,

(Palo Alto: Fearson Publishers, 1968], p. 83.

-




"STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

W
]

’

¥

< ' ’ A
" An analysis of the teaching st¢itegies utilized in

facilitating the learning process of Technical Nursing gré.duates
. K _ _ N y,
who wrote the State Board E‘-:ga.mination from Deqember/?’?E

<

/

/
During this period, seventy~-six graduates (79.6 per cent)

through September 1973. /"

made passing scores. Twenty graduates (20.4 per cent) were
unsuccessful in writing one or more of the five tests included

on the State Board Examination. Those graduates whao faliled

to make a passing score on any one of the five test will not -
become licensed until a passing score has been made. Further-

more, they will not be eligible to function as a beginning practi-

~
tioner in nursinz. They are permitted to rewrite the test(s)

following intense study three months later. .
/ ’ /

It can be noted that the unst.}'écessful graduates cotﬁpletqa\

the same ba.s;'ic curric&q as tho;e graduates who were success-

ful. P‘xll gr:duates éompleted tl{e nursing program with Ehe

underétatnding that their exﬁbs(xreénd» cou;:'se of study prepared.
'them tau w:ite g:heLState Bqé;.rd Ex:a.mir;ation and function sa;.;fely{ ]
as beginning ;;actitioners ivy{/ nurs;ing.l —

et

~

1

It {s the intent of the writer to examine
ol e e ' .
strategies utilized in fadilitating the learning procé;gs Bk

! 4 7 \\
purpose of determining. whether alterationsv in methodology and
N \ ~

~ -

. - . \t s. . - .
theory building in nursing will enhance the students' learning

10
3
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and re,tentior‘lv of khowledge’,’ thereby increasing the level of

. ’ - N
competency above and beyond the minimum requirements in-

v s

" ‘dtcated by the: State Board examiners.
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SCOPE 'AND LIMITATICN

. ™ .\\ .
\ E o .
In analyzing the utilization of teaching strategies in the learmning

- » . € , >
process, ths following scope and limitations were considered:

.

1. The sample was selected from graduatss who wrote the
State Board Examination during the period of December
13972 %nd September 1973. - These graduates were selected

because of their exposure to the same curriculum.

2. Only those grad ates who are locally employed were

; included in the sampleé. ;‘J :
v ' <

" 3.y The teaching and learning characteristics included on the

v A3

{

questionnaire were selectad be\éag.sé in the ;opinion of the
instructors they constitute the procesSes L

Esed As a

member of the staff the writer worked\ with other
i ™~
instructors in the evelopment of the instrument.

L. The graduates responses may be based on the successful
t ’
| . . .
or unsuccessful scores made on one or more of the five .
|7

test areas of the State.Board Examination.
‘5. Though the nursmg education program deals w1th knowledge,
psychomotor and \affective growth, the wﬁtmg of the

.,State Board is aﬁed upon an,evaluation of knowledge to

o
‘

1

the exélusicn of he other two domains.
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A . -

DEFINITION OF TERMS
- -~

we

In order to assist the reader in developing a frame of

: 4 . '
. reference similar to that of the writer, the following -
.- N . ¢ .

o~ key terms are defined:

State Board Examination Means used to determine mini
’ ' competency for safe practice.-
‘Examination measuring. accu, ulated
knowledge and powers of. réasoning

as elicited by paper and pepcil

/n’k . v test.

. Minimum Requirement Standard score- of 350 as|passing,
~ get at 1-1/2 standard deviations
below the national mean 500
"‘ ¢ _om each of the five tests in the -
: ) examination. All five tests must

¥

¢ i ¢, &

be passed to become licensed.
. KA
( - Medicine . Course com:ent dealing with
# nursing care of patients with = .
. disorders requiring medical treat--
ment.

Surgery . ' Course content dealing with care
. e of patients having undergone
- . ‘ ' . - .. surgery.

' Pediatrics 2 Course content dealing with
- . growth and development .of the
well child:- c&re/ of the sick child

Psychiatry ) Coutse content dealing with the-:
* care of patients with psycho-—
) , sac dxsturba.nces. ‘

L e OYstetrics o Course content dealing wit
. ; , o ) nursing care of the expectant

: l / - ] er; care of the new [born..
| :

¥




/
/

e

/ -

Teaching Stnategies

.

L.earning Process

Th

attack to enhance.,

and delegated techniques skill-

el ,
methods and things the
acher does to facilitate ¢

s—“"“ 5 o .
Behaviora angestiat are ac—

quired as a ras

Sarries out nursing measures .
fully under the supervision of °
a physician and/or registered

professional nurse.
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~ . \ . CONCEPTUALIZED SOLUTION 1 ®
c An examination of teaching str;tegies utilized in facili- '
tating learning)basedupon the leérner';@. views, should r‘esulta
in an int:ense effort on the part of the instructors to syht;he-
si‘ze'lea.rning theories and apply the'ir synthesis to éea.ching
_nursing pri;lciples, : . ‘ ) . i

, A8 a direct result of improved teaching-learning techniques, .

there will be an increase in the level of coympetencies and de- T
1 l,

crease in the fa?ilﬁre_gate on the Sfatq_ Board Examination ‘for

& .
~

N
]

nursing licensure. . v : -
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. BPRACTICUM DESIGN

L& 2

P

1.

v

detsrmine their views of the teachin

during their expe'rienc“es in the Technic sing ‘Progra)m.

- R LN

@

2. Personal. interview with rfour nursing instructors to

~
[

4 ! . . . 5 ¢ ‘ . ‘.N’*lz‘ A
{dentify the teaching strategies used in the’ Technical

Nursing curriculum.

-

oy

. o
3. Construction of an instrument utilizing information

ac- ~

"
P

: quired from personal interviews as a gulde.

¢ [

“« . L.
) 4 « < > 3

_' < k. 'Administration of the instrument to'Technic‘al‘Nurhsing; ‘ L

graduates who are locally employed.’

-

i .
Y
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CHAFTER II
|
’ T .
THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK .

{
N \ *

R ev1ew of L\terétur’e

4
L

Teaching ef‘fectweneSa, the ability of the educators {:o

[ 4

rroduce knowledgeable students, is of great national concern.

I

[}
Y

If we are to be more effective, the elements of mstruc tion, .

/

e ‘.
/

that are f:rerequieites for facilitation .and enhancement of the

~

learning process, must be more specifically determined. In

order to develop and improve educational programs that .Wwill .

result in the desired level of c‘lompeter}ce‘in students, teachérs -

<
4

must beoome.ino‘}e fully .aware| of the processes that are cur-

{ 13
rently hmdering progress in lea.miing : p e

-

l

Recently Edith Metz investigated the. outcomes of

‘lea.rning in relation to the a;cad.emic objectiszs, a.nd findings in-

dlca.ted that the nature of the Iearner ma.y Well be one 'mdica.tor
\ ‘ .
of the o.ltimate. effectiveness of the teaching-—leammg proce.ss.z

If the pz:ima.ry.funcfion of education {s to bnng about

N

y - . .
releva.nt,: learning and the primary task of educators is learning

. ‘ ) ‘ ‘ﬂ K ) - ‘ » ) v ..[ (' B
management,changes may be imperative. All "students do not -
J . ) ) N ’ kRS ¢ . T

1-_'
*-'ﬂ*.

1
Metz, Edith A., C’a.r'cl M. McClea.ry, "Knowing The Lea.mer," .

" Journal, of Nursmg; E'du.cation,\ (Vol. 9, January 1970), P 3.

2 . - ' S . .
Ibid.’ po l;..‘ Tt ’ \\ . - ‘ ¢

»~y 4 .
i LI .
’ 17 \ ‘ Lo ‘
f ~ *
o . o
. .
N




Gthe graduate is eligible to demonstrate in reality his/her techni-

~ e

D s AEHT 2k AR i a Wb Dl sl hrths < et QE e e

. learn the same way or at the same rates of speed. . Mager

4
- defines teaching as "facilitation of learning."” He further

states that: ips.tmction is;intended to.facil‘it:ate'.performg.nce
Easit to a.ll~ associate d.eg.ree nursing ~;<ograms’, i.s the

r;esponsibil\}ty tha‘t faculcy members assume in helping students

to learn. The ultimate goal‘of the learning process is re-~

flected‘tn the State Board Examination. KUpori""' successfuily’ o

wx'itin:g the five test area on the State Board Examination,

cal competencies by seéking employrrient as a registered nurse. 1

'I"his indicates, in part, that the graduate has been prepared

to ‘function safely as a beginning practitioner in nursing.

How do asgociate degree nursing graduatesyperform on |

the Sta.te Board Examinatién‘? 'I‘hts question has been the topic

of ma.ny state and nationa.l rnaetmgs. La.n'd.e'sh'_ study reports

for the years 1959-66 showed the results of the associate degree

-~

~ nursing candidg.tes with a n”xnety to seventp-eight per, cent

successful rate.  Decrease of success in assoclate dégree nursing
) y : S R
was more marked than either bacdalaureate or diploma candidates.

’
-~

4 It - ’, .

o

. 3E?astnu.sserx, ‘Sandra, Technical Nursing, (Phila.delphmr .
Fvﬁ A Daﬂs co.’ ;’-972)’ p. 76.' " . - . . ~e o,

uLande, Sylwa: A National Survey of Associate Degrée ‘
Mursing - Programs; 1967,. (National Leagu.e for Nursing Inc., .

‘o

New- York 1969), P- 105. P
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Many nursing educators are questioning the fatality of siccess
on State Board Examingtions. |
Nursing‘ educators, however, must be concerned with
changes in a;;pr;oach , method and evaluation devices in nursing
that influence student responses to 'the educational patterns
offered to them. ST o i
_An educational prdgram must commensurate with the
"intellectual and individual needs of the learner if maximally
effective learning is to take place. Learner needs are fre—
quently mentioned a.nd discussed by educatc;rs', but too frequently
they are only given lip service, and the concern is not t;-ans~
mitted into the learning envir"opm,ent. If identi%‘icat'ion of leaminé
charactefigtics is to be undertaken, a means of obtaining in-
.formation about the student's past experiences should be deve-
lopec;?..s -
In order to realize the full potential of ea.ch‘curricurun:z,

Qstructiona.l procedures and techniques utilized must be modified

and adapted to the motivation and abilities of the; students. .

1

Tyler6 has pointed out that community colle@és _must examine

S

their tea.chiné methods carefully, rejecting those traditio

methods that are not sépctftcally }é.ppropriate and. developing m&re/

4
Y

5 . \
Metz, Op. Cit., p. 3. .

6 .
T)ier, Ralph W., "The Teaching Obligation,"” Junior College
Journal, XXX (May. 1960), p. 5a5./' o l

' { . . ' “i..' ( |
l ’ ’ ! & ’ .;:1‘




o T

ef'fective approachss.

Structure is a thijplie} problem requiring careful analyses

of the content . presented and the pe%rmance expected. In

NNNNN

/

learning pattern, flexibility and planning must be improved.

A variety of Strategiss must be utilized in order to accommo- .

~ -
a ’ ) N
v >

date a variety of individual learner styles. Instriction and RN
, ene?

- ..

' eva’IJ.lation of instructipn must be based on individual achievement.
~ . .
t ’ . . ) ~ N
i It {s being said, and demonstrated as well that the student-

¢
I

i
ji

ler. relationship ts qot a.ll tha.t it could be. TL.ong ago certain
- 7A~£‘ . . . "

methods of reaching students were instituted, many of which
are as efféctive now as they wePe centuries ago. Of them all,
{ T

\ s
the tutorial method probably is the most preferred as meanv

of interchange between m a.nd the student. In ‘the

-

tutorial method ideas and concepts maﬁy)r be developed. and brought
5

' ] to fruition, and it also provides opportunities for dra.wing stu-
" dents out which is a vital fagtor in enabling some of them‘to. ,

attain their ‘best in a'.chievernent.8

If the progranr isMcxlitat\acquxsltxon of knowledge

/" and to provide the ‘student with\xcpemences that will produce R

. - . FRoughey—John E. & Modest Proposal:Students Can Learn,
" (San Francisco, Tossey Bass, Inc., 1972), . p. 39.» ‘ By

8
Wolford, /Helen G. "Dxalogue As A Method of ‘Iea.chmg n
\_ ‘ Journalof inrsing Education, (L:3 Aygust 1965-), p. 21.
Sy




r the type cf nurse the profession requires, the Drcgram must

o

be presented in a manner that recognizes the existence of

- — ——

individual dlffer°nces and is w11hn°' +o adopt to them.

Additional feehngs toward the specific elements withm '

b

the program and the time allotted for reaching themexpecbed

B

level of compet#ence also. aff‘ectsvthe' students ability to léarn.
The learner who feels consistently blocked during examinations,
or‘cne who reads slowl&, may have difficulty in g;erformipg at
the level of his capabilities. If differencee in expectations
can :be iéentified, ada.pta.ti;ons can be made toward developing -
a more realistic learning environment. '

Ma.kmg learnmg meaningful is a matter- of selecting the

: rtght content: -~ knowledge reducible to princxples - and helping

students see Wplicability in situations which the]y are con—

N S o
cerned about. The positive results of meaningful learning can

o

be quite apparent. 2 .

What the stx.dent should Leaxm—m the laboratory should

~

S coincide as neax‘ly as possible with _ w\hat is ta.ught in nursmg
s s . 4 AN 1‘
e pri*xciples. .Assuming that problem solving is an essenma.l A

characteristic of the professiona.l nurse, the earnmg exporience C

‘.
N o~ <43, ~
o

is the a.pplication of th,e? pr-oblem solvmg process. Behe.moxfztl_
A : 1( . , . AR . = ‘ \\\p:" 4

R4

-

- LR

¢ . o . , - s
S . A

- e ’ LA N .

e Biggs, 1 Morris L. Learnhg Theoﬂes For Teachers, =~ . ]
&, i (New Yorks Ha.rper' and Rowe Publ’ishers 1971), p. 290 : ;‘ 1
, ) _ -
:

. . N . .

‘ i 4 ' . I
- PO N ~ o B ‘
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. objectives are essential to problem solving approach in the
3 clinical laboratory and are certainly the bas{s for any sound
teaching-lea_r;ligg process.:LO _ ' !
Education relevant to our time must be sought and the
‘highes't, qualit:y, of tlearni‘n;g' achieved. Innovation‘and improve-
ment are essential. Changes in instruction are.jtakir}g}plac‘e\.,
but change ié not an end in itself. Increased and improved
student learning must be the goals to be' sought. To this
end as we innovaf:e, we must identify the specific instructioqal

6bjectives of any new plan which we introduce and we must -

. 1
evaluate its outcomes on the bdsis of its objectives.

! 10 ’ " - ‘
' McCaffery, Mayo. "What Is The Student L.earning In
P S The Clinical Laboratory?" Journal of Nursing Education,

(72h, November 1968), p. k.

2

- . 1'J\Z.C'Tolrmson, B. L.amar ed. The Improvement of Junior
College Instruction, (Report of a Conference sponsored by
\; the UCLA Junior College L.eadership FProgram, No. 15,
L 1970)5 p. 95- = "

v
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. - 4
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-« \ nical nursing graduates at Florida Junior College in' Jacksonrville,

CHAPTER IIIl

12

~
<

-

. ‘ Review of Methodology

y
) > 'T"he purpose of this . study is.to analyzre the teachigg

. strategies utilizéd in facilitating the learning process of tech-

[

Florida. The' critical period is December 1972 through September

T \ N

11973, a period during which the curriculum was, the same. ‘

Buringsthis pertod,_seventy-six gradu.a.tes made passing scores

on all sections “of the State Boagd E’xarntna.tion. and twenty

graduates were unsuccessful on one ‘or.mmore of the f{ve sections

of the test. - “ . . X K N ‘
A questionnaire (See Appendix 1) was administered to |

thirty '16ca11y employed graduates of thea Techni’cai Ntirsing‘ pro-—'

gram. ' Graduates whcr fail to pass the Sta.te Board E’xamina.tion \

usually? accept employment as nurSes aides. Twenty gra.dua.tes

completed and returned the instrument. -

Presenta.tion of Data . ‘ o

-

- The first issue treated .on the questionnaix‘e was a gross

evaluation by the graduates of the extent to which courses-

-

‘v

) co%ered a.pproprfa.te ma.ter{a.I' to meet State Board requirements.

+  Table 1 sho_ws that twenty~four respondénts r edfcine‘ and .
strchieftry highest with Ped’ia:tr{cs third.and"‘ _ger”y" a.nd\‘Ob-i :
stetrics tied r‘or lé:.st place. ‘ ‘ ‘




. v f
It is interesting to note that Medicine and ‘Fsychiatry

would -lend themselves tgo written, knowledge-based evaluations

more readily than the other courses.

(4

TABLE 1

TECHNICAL NURSING

¢

COURSE MATERIAL ADEQUATELY COVERED
TO MEET STATE BOARD REQUIREMENTS

(N=24)
Number Percent
Course Responding Responding
Medicine 17 70.8
Surgery 13 5L.2
Psychiatry 17 ' 70.8
Fediatrics ‘ 12;‘ . } 58.3
Obstetrics . 13 . 54.2

Graduates wer"e asked to‘indica.te the test on which tileir
highg;-:st score was made. As might be e:&pect;:d, Medicine,
—Psychia.try, and )Ped;ia.trics le;d and Surgéry and Obstetrics
‘fared poorest. .As Table 2 indi::atqs, suc students made their,

" highest score on the Medicine test,; eight, on the Psychiatry

test; six, on the Fediatrics test; two, on the Obstetrics

- test; and one,.on the Surgery test.




Pl
*

TABLE 2 | !

STATE BOARD TEST ON WHICH HIGHEST

18

.and the largest number - five, fa.xled dfstetncs.

‘ SCORE WAS .MAD_E (N=23)
) Y
~. Number Percent
‘Test R esponding Rasponding
Medicine 6 . 26.1
Surgsry 1 ’ 4.3
Fsychiatry '8 34.8 -
Peadiatrics ) 6.1
Obstetrics 2 8.7 s

Those ‘graduates who were unsuccessful on one or more
tests in the Exa.rmna.tion were asked to indicate the State

Board test on which a failing score was made. Nine respon-—

4

dents indicated ,t};.a.t they had failed on one or more of the

tests. This represents a sample group (nine) - of nearly 50 -

percent of the graduates who have failed the State Board's

(twenty), during tife period under consideration. As Table 2

indicates, these nine gra.dua.tes failed sfex}enteen tests. Three.

failed Medictne, three Surgery, four’ Psychtatry, two Pediatrics;
, It is difficult
l

to dra.w any clea.r conclusions from the e data-othér than

4 I

i
(1) most students who fa.iled also failed Obstetrics and (2) t

* would appear that students who fa.lled, fa.iled mb{e tha.n one

* \ )
g L4 » » .
-3
test. . , r . N
. . [P . .
D P

B &




(2 L
\b ) o \
“ TABLE 3
STATE BOARD TEST - ON WHICH FAILING} N
SCORE WAS MADE (N=9) Ny
, . ‘
N_umber Percent . ™~y )
Test . Failed Failed N
Medicine 3 33.3
Surgery 3 ©33.3 7
FPsychiatry L. LL .4
FPediatrics & 2.2
Obstetrics e 5T 55.6

An attempt was made to secure technical nursing

-

graduates' views on their. perceptions of teaching strategies

4
\

utilized in courses de\al\ir:f with State Board tes;;t(s) on which
they performed best and, in the cases \cﬁ\gr\adgates who were

unsuccessful in the State Board Bxaminatidn, per p\tions of

|

\ “b A \\
teaching strategies utilized in courses on hich a pgssing“*

) ) C
The graauates were given these eight teaching strategies:

3 o ! ‘ ¥
A

" was not made on the Examina.tioT. SL

.A. Lecture . : -

B. Lecture - discussion’ .

'C: Individualized Instruction . .
D. Concept Attainment

g-. ‘Programmed Instruction ‘
F. Problem=-solving : |
G. Aundlo-visual aids . . A
H. Skill. acquisition \
I, Others (specify) ‘

They were then asked to, in courses dealin with r{

State Board Exa.mina.tion on whtch you. performed best, whiqh

of the above strategies were used? Graduaﬁes responded by

1
A} . v ?

| RN

26
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WITH TATE ‘BOARD TEST(S) ON WHICE—T CER‘ADUA'IES
e - PERFORMED BEST (N23) ‘./, / .
. o . e
:—/3 ' . Number ./ Percent
Sgrageg Responding
i S
1 ' ’
. . Lecturs - / 8 '
! o . Lecture—discussion 16 .~ .
: 1 oty . Individualized B e
o . A LL . instruction: T 10 .
. Concept a.tta.inmerr/{":‘ 5
‘ B. Prqgrammed -~ /’ o
L ~ “instryctiof R & X
F. Problem olving { 10
G. Audio-vigual aids . 9 .
: He sﬁcm ac -isitign 10
¢ ":‘ L‘l
e
\. Simﬁanly, hose gra.d.ua.tes who fa.iled the
\,' Examination wefe as d. In courses dealing
‘ ‘/”Boa.rd Examin 1on(s)

o
\
' |

P

4 v b
-

t

'

checking one or more of the s'&ra.tegies. As indithefi by

| :
e LAY - \\

Table &L, I ecture-discussion was the most used of the eight

strategies and concept attainment/was the least used strategy.
) , .

l ! Pl

|

|

N
TABLE L A ’/‘
/

S'IE?AII'EGIES UTILIZBD IN COURSES DEALING

n wh1ch ydu did. not n'\

{

o

\ scdre, which of the .abqve tea.chmg stzrategies were ’sed?

sta.ted individiralized

| Table 5 mchca.tes tha.t these gré‘.dua.

instructmn characterized. t'he tea.chi strategy’ that “é\ost'fel

characterized the courses. of the tests tha.t they 1led.
. / :

addition’, Ta.ble 5 shows th&t the Lecture and Pro ra.mmed

s \“_

instruction wepe 'teaching strategies that the, maJ ity felt J
/ T
ro~

chara.cterized}the courses of the tests tha.t they fa.xledn {
| . .
27 « . . ,.‘ .
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| . .
- o | ’ . 2%,
: N :
i :
g blem solving was rated zs thel teaching Etrategy leasglused
in t-:he courses of the tests ‘;ﬁhat they failed. ‘ l
TABLE 5
STRATEGIES UTILIZED IN COURSES DEALING 1[ 1
'WITH STATE BOARD TEST(S) ON WHICH ‘A .
| ,PASSTNC SCORE WAS NOT MADE (N=9) o
; /// / | ‘ | | / // ,
. / Number Percent /
' ; Responding Rospond11°, / L
/ ! L ‘ . é ’// / / \ ; '
5 - 95. // /o
, Lgctyre-discussion k Y Y S f ’
o dividualjzed i : /.
' tida™" ~. 6 66.7  /j + M
: ept attainment 2 . 22.2 ; | |
Programmed S ‘ Jo |
instruction. 5 N " 55.0
Problem solving 2 . 2242
Audio-vVisual aids o ‘ L.y ¢
Skill acquisition 3 33.3 ' oo

-’ : | ‘
?he 'reading Pr blem may very well have g fected K:hose gradua.tes_ iy
/

sy . ’
It can be fqrther' noted that etghty_-—seve perceht of the

o respondents 'tndica.ted‘ hat the pbimary nature- of assignmen.ts}
J - B ) ! A ‘ \

e
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were reading.
f
were described a}

$Graauates q

3

a.rnm?.txon.s wers fair

instant feedback firom t‘

Y

\
%
Y

——————

/'Wmting jof papers. i

ivi a.l an

j

'1era.11y felt tha.t the Techmca‘l N\.r51

f—lowjeve fxfty-—seven p

—

29

he e\cammations was seldom provu.ed.
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w >

-Easy

c. cgpilenging ’ |

/ J/ Technical Nursing instructors |

/ ./
. y

-/
, ,
7 /

~—.

i

¢
»

' A'. 510W

. / ! ‘
Utilization of p oblem-sg/ving‘ .
process best described as 1 '

o Anxi&

o
es# reading s

. Competitive |

. |
Inteﬁpen!énal relationship with -

‘ \ oy
Yo _/"‘ &, Comflortable
/ : V4 | g. Indi,eren?//

u
WE

Use /of library /for

fﬂnp [ i A. Frequently
} / i B, Seldom

/ C. « Never-

f

I

B. Adequatg -/ | |
C. PFast /o “

A. | Frequently : .

T - o B asm. Seldom

.C. Never

»

tfl

. TEACHING AND L'EARNING CHARACTERISTLCé

AS VIEWED BY

NURSING GTADUATES
' }

!

Education /in nursing best deqcrifed

)

E'

res%arch
]

| ]
. W;‘
E

(N=23) ¢

! ]
1 Number

JiRgsgonding

|

]

I
i
[
i

i oy

. {
ﬂércént i
Responding
—T~Jl—————=
T




« ;-' A . .. , Y“" . . ’ . 23a . ]
. ] - . TA.BLE V6 v . |:‘ . > ‘| . R ., ’ . f

I (cont@nued) | . L Y ,

! 4 . -

l

Number K Percent-

l

i T ‘ s .5/ .- +‘Res onding V‘Resgonding’
; ' ) 3 e s ‘w . ? A ~ L3 )
Use of concept learping in Technlca[ T ';f‘ .

b « Nursing was. ) < ! R

-
! ¥V

("‘ . = . . r 71, . L
' . ) ¢ " . N N - ) } ’ ’
H

I . N

b v . i !
A. Frequen%ly ) ' 1

B. Seldom

C. Never

‘ . ‘.No .response

z i * Audio-visual aids were used in

4

Teghrical Nursing . : ‘

¢

‘ B. Seldom . - I S 217 .
./ C. Never . ' L 0 { 0.0.

k . K

A \ , A. Frequently ~l ‘ 18 ‘_ ©78.3 -
\ ; ‘. !

b
‘J ' . . p . ’ » . ‘ .
Primary niture of assignments were . , Co b

}/ , ' " EOR
W , © A.- Regding /L ,,16 SEERE & T
" /B. Individual gnd group projects - . 8.7

\\w/ \ Crl ,’}C. Iesting on flassrbom materials, ‘1 - 7 4.3
L C- i // ) :
PP ’ N
’;/ ‘ .o ’kequlred;term papers, individual ‘and A ’ ‘ 7
f : group projects, best descrxbed as ey ! S B >///
H. ? ' R ’ v C .

| A. Many IR . ‘ 5 21.7
' B. Few . B . 78:3
be ‘None ' E o - 0.0

N,

\,

examlnatmons were

A. “Threatened
B. ocked
C., " Positive

}
4
1
i

"y 26. 1

4

J
i

f' P . -
¥ ) - ' '
; ‘lExaminat ons<in Technlcal Nurslng BRE ‘ E

- “ | generally were ‘ ‘ § . e

b o, . - [ R , s
. . e . Yy

A. Objective ' * : . 20, . 8

B

1 B. Essay.. - . K , o .

« \ s . Lt ! . . ‘ [

W ,‘,C. - Both . (. ‘: s * - _3 * N 1 .

= . S . L ’ -

N~ . | - - Length of examinations s - . E
- : . , R o : o

- * o A. 2 hours - . . PR SR & ¢ B
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Table 7 reveals the reéponses of twenty—f7u,r graduates!
/

o~

attitude toward teaching ‘and learning characteristics in.pre—
paration for the State Board .Examination. Fifty-four percent
felt that the level of difficulty of the State Bo;rd\ Examination
w'a.s equal to their preparation., Sixteen percéent }tsa\gfeed
with their level of preparation. It might be stated tgét those
* persons failing the Board would tend to disagree. It is ine-
teresting to note that sixty-six percent would stronglz agree
to agree that subject rnattkar was com‘ rable to the questions’

on the State Board BExamination. Twenty-five percent felt

that the pace in covering the material in class was too ragd.

Forty-ofie percent of the graduates did not/feel that instructors

adequiately summarizé& e major points, in, ecéu#es or dis-

cussions. Forty-one pe ,{:\ent of the.respon nt\s questioried 'th -

- ace pa’.nyy,ing’clinical,llabqr\ ‘ gx;}é\hencé‘ it}}/ Jhbjec}: m%.tt;e:;. ,

Iti woq/{&* a.zgpear t})r(a.t ;héy d?: ng{t /fe/*c;\ that thL‘ an:lot}nt of;/'

/, 'prac;ticéii SZf/ﬁ%,éiént. B
3 L , /

liical laboratory
!
/

!
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In resi)onse to the question "If you coLle decide the

’

teaching methods that }gur. instructors use, describe those
LW
oy .
methods that would P_elp “rou learn better." Seventeen graduates
responded. " Additional comments were also made.

(o (See Appendix 2) . ' L. . s
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SUMMARY, GONCLUSIONS AND
REQOMMENDATIONS
t“ ¢
- | o ; - -
The purpose of this study was to analyze the tea:chiné{‘ .
!

/

I

) stratevies ‘utilized in facihtatmc the learmng pr‘ocess of ¢ /

3

‘ Technical Nursing graduates from Florida Junior College at

-

Jacksonrille.

If one of our goals in education is to influence the stu=—
~

dentsg to think, learn, talk and do. something about the courses.

v

and. subject matter taught, sometime after, our direct influence

A § -

over them comes to an end ah evaluation of their opinions of the

‘ >

teaf.:hmg learning process couid prove elpful in ur'iproving a;id\
N \\\ - . ., \

revising curricdlum structure 4! ' .
méwhat restless and often have-

/

‘iﬁly nflter t iAtrategies with

the intention of i.n{crea ng theit co petencié,s in preparing

graduates to successfully write the State Board E‘xamination.

The exa.mmation is one of the primary objectives in determimngi ‘

‘the graduates eligibility to function as a safe practitioner in

' _ O ~ .
nursing. /' . ' )

o
-

A revtew ‘of the, literature indicates th'at teaching effecti-
/

‘veriess is a na;ti-o;ial %oncern. In order to improve educational

. N

o \
J ‘et

prografms,'teache;fsr ust become more cognizant of the pro=

' .cesse? that hinder the Jprogress of’ learning .and cha.hg?e in’

s

/

.

/




- question was ;a.sked to determme their feelirigs abyﬁt teaching

’ ' 28

[ . ~e

approach to learning. l:flethods of teaching and evaluation devices

»
%

in nursing influence the ‘ievel of performance of the graduates

v

and may be seen in the reflection ‘of the State Iicénsurje eXxX—

an?inatien \results. |

: The primary objective of this study was te determine the

t/eaching stTatec'ies utiized in facilitating learning of the Technical
f

Nur51n&§raduates who wrote.the State Board E‘xamma.ti?n

during the peribd of December 1972 ‘through Septembeg 1973.

'.These graduates were exposed to the same cu(;r{culum during

their experience in Technical Nursing.

-

The method used for the collection of data was a three

_part questionnaire which dealt specifically v%ith fguestions regarding

five test areas which c{:omprise the State $oard Examination,
i
teachmg strategies a.nd teachmg a.nd. learning characteristics.

. The respondents opinions were recorded in numbers and pereent.

. / |
To further determine the g'ra.dua.tes responjes, an open ende

¥ « p .
methodt. 7Addittonal comments were -slicited for improx{ements
| ‘ |

+

fn the | eaching learning process, N _ . }

- CONCLUSIONS N

3

The following' conclusions were "drawn b sed on the findings
. {

& R
from the analysis: ' - ° /

- "

A. PRegarding State Board Examination

»

. 1. 'The coursee in Surgery and Obstetrics were
not generally covered adequately to meet the
State Board requirements.

38
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PR

de on the State Board

2. The highest .scores ma (
d in Medicine and Psychiatry.

Examination were note

s

oy -

ard Examination

H

3. The highest failure rate for State Bo
was Obstetrids. - .

¥

L. Most students who failed, failed more ‘than one
test. .. .
iy

B. Rega}dtng Teaching Strategies utilized in courses dealing

With State Board tests

1. Concept attainment was thelleast strategy used
in courses dealing with high scores made by graduates

on the State Board.

s used most In courses’

2. Individualized Instruction wa
de by graduates on the

dealing with failing scores ma
‘State Board.! )

t
1

!

C. Regarding Teaching and Learning Characteristics

1. Considebation should be given to students who
read slowly. .The effects.of their reading habits
hre detrimental to their scores on State Board
Examination, which is a timed Examination. |
. |

ching strategies in the

2. Utilization of more tea
essity.

. Surgical and Obstetrical courses is a nec

3. Learning expeﬂences should correlate more closely -
. /£

with theory taught. ,
// I J

/ ‘l;..‘ Instructors should summa.rize.;imﬁorta‘nt viewpoints

in the leé¢ture-discussion as- i}-idicated by the course

; . dbjectives . / ‘ / ' { I
| / -

ould.‘be’ given ta the time' limits.  ~

5. Consic'lerati,on,sh
ected to complete assignments.

students are exp

6. &nstmt feedback from course examinations is
highly ‘desirable and should be practiced by all .
ﬁ
h
l! /

instructors. '
i
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- S , RECOMMENDATIONS \ : ¢

\\ ’ 4 ' \
\ . ‘,
‘\On the basis of the findings in this study, the following _

recommendations are made: . ‘

students be required to take'a.

‘ 1. Al potential nursin

test to derfermine theinr level of reading.
i

\

2. A pre—requisite course be required of’ those students

* !

who.are iden;:ified as havmg a pr\'cgeni\ with reading

"

> .,

'
\\\ -

-

' hensiof N \
compreensxo . ' \ 5

3. Administration and fheulty explore the possibilities af

establisi:xinfg a health cor program as & pre;-requisite to
| \ ‘ C : .

Technical Nursing. <« W
'S oo T \\\ ’ ;‘\

\

b An evaluation of the“i;ﬁeac\l'}milearning proc#ss Pé the

\

T+
Te/chnica\ Nursing program be u.\nAert/p.k

5.. A follow—%p stud/ /40 determin ithe' effectiv ness of .

ning thgories as ir}dic)hted b

,of‘ compe ency onk‘the{s atf B a.xfd

’Examiné.ﬁfgﬁ.' \ ; I AV re
LY ok o ]

' !
A study be undertaken to Qeterml%é

\

of performa.nce in climcaL an.;l health

\n
,’,//
i

40“ |

f."j’
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. . . . |
Individual comments (paraphrased) describing the kind of [
instruetian method teachers should use to help the respondents
learn better. :
Lecture-discussion (8) , _

Clinical experience correlated with lectures (3)
Individualized instruction (2)

Problem-solving approach (2}

Programmed instruction (2) S
Use of lecture, less textbook emphasis (2)
State Board oriented questions on test
Individual tutoring for weak students .
Concept attainment , )
Question and answer participation co ~
Utilization of guest .speakers , .

Use of hypothetical situations with demonstrations

Emphasize strong points in discussion ‘

I o

Additional comments (paraphrased) made by respondents.

More experience to correlatidgiiﬁ theory. (7)

Technicall Nursing student s 1d take reading comprehension
prior to entrance. (3) o ’

Tedhnical Nursing courses were adequate. (3)

Weakness in the program is clinical practice to include team
leadership. (2) e .

Please review essentjal material required in reading assignments.

Individualized instryction is great but the students need
guidance and directions. R ‘

Group discussions wouild be helpful. : -
Reading is a real problem. The timing on State Board examinatiom
is frustrating. Perhaps more rigid timing’ of tests in nursing

might'help. o
Instructors should spend more time with weaker students. -
Students should be exposed more to independent nurséng

functions®i.e., what can you do initially’in clinical .

situations? - - \
Surgical ﬁest on State Board is very involéed. .
Instructors are very helpful. °. - . ’
The State Board examination is a reflection of our expogure
to- Technical Nursing. ‘ T -

“"‘”I’Wis*sattsfiedﬁwitH”Tgchnical Nursing program. All.téaCQiné
trategi . : e
- strategies werqUIRRATY OF CALF. o
- .. ' . LOS ANGELES " y ‘o
: AUG 2 0 1976 — g
CLEARINGHOUSE FOR -, - . ,
JUNIOR COLLEGES '
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